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Current Topics. 


The New Conveyancing. 

ONE CRITICISM which it is now the vogue to make of the 
new property statutes and of the action of the Law Society 
in furthering their passage through both Houses of Parliament 
is that the changes wrought by them were too momentous, 
too comprehensive and too far-reaching to be dealt with 
simultaneously. It is urged that such sweeping changes 
should have been introduced in “ piecemeal fashion” or in 
“digestible doses,’ which would have given the profession 
sufficient opportunity to appreciate their nature and gradually 
to absorb them in every day practice. Whilst the advantages 
of a gradual change in such a vital branch of our law as the 
Law of Property cannot have been overlooked, it must at 
last have been realised by those who for many years past 
had worked for the reform of conveyancing that piecemeal 
legislation, whilst it might palliate would certainly not cure 
the evils inherent in our system as it stood. The history of 
the earlier reforms, and the failure of the later attempts at 
reform, made it abundantly clear that if any real progress 
was to be made the changes had to be fundamental, sweeping, 
and simultaneous. It is too early in the day yet te gauge the 
exact effect of the new Acts. Quite a number of the criticisms 
made of their practical working are based upon a misunder- 
standing of their provisions with respect to particular points 
We have every reason to believe, that notice with a view to 
early amendments, will be taken of every well-founded 
criticism. Meantime, now that the Acts are in force and their 
repeal is not practical politics, attacks on the Law Society 
for supporting them are useless, and in our opinion, absolutely 
unfair; there is but one policy to pursue, namely, to under 
stand their contents and to give them their proper practical 
force. 


Midwives and Maternity Homes Act, 1926. 

IN A CIRCULAR issued to local supervising authorities, the 
Ministry of Health draws attention to the provisions of the 
Midwives and Maternity Homes Act, 1926. This Act came 
into operation on the date of its passing, but “ the appointed 
day ” for the purposes of Pt. II of the Act, which deals with 
the registration of maternity homes is 1st January, 1927. 

The object of the new Act is to amend the Midwives Acts 
1902-1918, in certain important respects and to provide for 
the registration and inspection of maternity homes. Hence- 
forth, it is pointed out, male persons as well as uncertified 
women will be within the scope of the statutory provisions. 
The general effect of the recent enactment is to make it an 
offence for any person, on or after 1st January next, to carry 


on &@ maternity home unless that person is registered in respect 
of such a home. 

Section 8 of the new Act empowers the local supervising 
authority to make bye-laws with respect to the records to be 
kept of patien received into and children born in a m vternity 
home, and of children 
otherwise than to the care of any parent, guardian, or relative, 
and with respect to the notification of deaths, and their cause 
tated in the circular 


o born who are removed fromthe home 


occurring in a maternity home. It 1 
that the department have in preparation a code of mode] 
bye-laws for the purposes of this section. 
for th an officer, duly 


of maternity 


Section 9 provide Inspection by 


authorised by the loeal supervising authority, 
homes and of any records required to be kept in respect of 


them, and also provides for penalties in the case of the 


uch officer. 


obstruction of any 
a local supervising authority to 


Another section empower! 
exempt from the yperation ol Pt. IL of the Act (a) any hospital, 
or other premises for the conduct of which a duly qualified 
medical practitioner resident therein is responsible ; or (>) any 
hospital or institution not carried on for profit, and not used 


mainly as a maternity he 


me 


Super Visum Corporis. 
In R. v. Haslewood p. 6, a Divisional Court 
inquest on the admitted ground that the 
body of the subjec t, although the 


70 Sou. J 
ordered a new 
coroner had not viewed the 
jury had done so. The court held, in accordance with R. v. 
Ferrand, 1819, 3 B. & Ald. 260, that an inquest in which the 
coroner has omitted to view the body is void. It is to be 
noted that, in such case, there is express statutory power for 
the court to dispense with exhumation on a second inquest: 
see the Coroners Act, 1887, 8.6(3). In accordance with s. 4 (1) 
of the Act, the jury’s view of the body appears to be equally 
held in R. v. 


necessary for a valid inquest, though it wa 
need not see 


Ingham, 1864, 5 B. & 8. 257, that all the juror 
the body simultaneously. It may be regarded as a remarkable 
anomaly of our law that, view of a 
body is of real value, may freely give a death certificate on 
hearsay evidence that someone whom he has not seen for 
months has died, the view of the unskilled jury, and often 
unskilled coroner, is deemed indi pe nsable In the above case 
solicitor, omitted his view because he 


whe reas a doctor, whose 


the coroner, who was a 
thought that, having no more medical knowledge than the 
, especially since 

The coroner’s 
Was 


jury, no useful purpose would be served by | 
he had been furnished with a medical report 
course held to whether he 

justified as a matter of common sense 1s a different matter, 
In the report of a Select Committee on death certification in 


was wrong in law, but as 
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never been acted upon), p. xiv, it is recorded 
of the a boy decently covered with 
rdict of death from disease of the heart was 
afterwards 


1893 (whi h has 
that, 
yrave-<« lothe a vie 


after a view body of 


given. For some reason the grave-¢ lothes were 
removed and ome of the muscles of the thigh were reduced 
to a jelly by blow the lad having been killed by violence, 


and his assailant bei 
This case 
doubt coroner and jury 
without the instruction 
present formality is of little use, 
painful, as in the ca 
the head. In passi 
thoroughly ed the 
regarded as a poisoner’s guide 


ig afterwards convicted of manslaughter. 
well illustrates the value of the ordinary view. No 
hould see the body if they wish, but, 
information of doctor, the 
sometimes be very 


and 
and may 
se of gunshot wounds or other accidents to 
ng, the report of the Committee, since it 
weaknesses of the 
for it indicates the various ways 


expo law, may be 


in which detection can be « caped. 


Marriage Formalities and Lex Loci, 

A Hinbu Lapy who married a compatriot at a registry office 
in the High 
of parental consent 
a Hindu 


The question 


nullity of marriage 
of lack 


of ceremonies e 


in England, seeks a decree of 
Court of Cal utta, 
and the non-performanc: 


mnarriage, 


on the grounds 
sential to 
ue of the union. 


domain of conflict 


Two children are i 
well known in the 


raised is, of cour one 

of laws, and our ruling authority is Ogden v. Ogden, 1908, 
P. 46. There a young Frenchman who had married an 
English girl in England without the consents to his marriage 
requisite by French law, procured its annulment in France 
and married again. His English wife, petitioning for divorce, 


had acquired a French domicil and must there- 
fore apply to the French courts would have 
told her that they could not break fetters never visible to them. 
In the circumstances, he married again, and her second 
marriage was annulled at the suit of her new husband on the 
ground that, in £ 


was told that sh 
which, of course, 


ngland at least, the first marriage was good. 


The case was a hard one. and in Stathatos v. Stathatos, 1913, 
P, 16, and De Montaign Vv. Li Montaiaqn, ilnd.. p- 14. the wife’s 
petition for divorce in similar circumstances was accepted on 


had retained or acquired a separate 
however, whether the 
and bad law does not apply to the latter 
not yet been reviewed in the Court of 
Hindu, forbidden by his own law 
and doing so in England, was 
Chetti v. Chetti, 1909, P. 67. 
English, and not forbidden by 
respondent. The marriage was held good. 
Barros, 1877, 5 P.D. 1, the marriage 
both being forbidden to marry by 

In a case where there 
omission of formalities 
domicil, an English 


the footing that she 
domicil. It i 
proverb of hard Cases 


at lea t open to doubt. 


3, Which have 
The 
outside hi 
considered at great 
There, the 
her law to marry the 
But In Sottomayor v. De 
of first cousins in England, 
the law of their domicil, was 
ability, but 


authoritie 
Appeal. 


to marry 


po ition of a 
caste 
length in 


however, wife wa 


annulled. 
was no personal only 
and consents required by the law of the 

marriage would be held good, though both parties were subject 
to such a law Simonin v. Mallac. & Tr. 67. It is 
noted that the Royal Marriage Act of 1772 imposes in 
our courts an inflexible unilateral bar to marriage without the 
though t may be good by the 


SP] Peerage (ase. 11 Cl. & F. 85. 


L&60, 2 Sw. 


to be 


1@ marriage 


1844, 


required consent, 
lex loci: see the Sus 


Jeremy Bentham and Spain. 

Ir IS PROBABLE that in these JEREMY 
sSENTHAM'S voluminous writings are but the 
immense influence they exerted a century ago in philosophy, 
politics and law is beyond stion. In MuLu’s words, 
* Bentuam found the philosophy of law a chaos, and left it a 
an end only achieved by a long series of destructive 
criticisms levelled against the form and substance of much of 
our legal system. So effective, indeed, his writings in 
their destructive force that they were likened by Sir 
FirzsAMes STEPHEN to exploded shells buried under the ruins 
they had made. With most writers on law it is their fate to 
be scarcely known beyond the borders of their country ; this, 


days readers of 
numerous, 


not 
que 


science, 


were 








however, was not the case with BENTHAM, whose influence in 
some directions was even more potent on the Continent than 


it was in England. In Spain—a country of old renown, 
which, for English readers, acquired a fresh interest a few 
days ago by the publication from The Times’ office of a Spanish 
supplement—BENTHAM’s contributions to jurisprudence were 
eagerly welcomed and studied. Of this a striking illustration 
may be found in Borrow’s fascinating book, “ The Bible in 
where the author tells us that in a remote corner of 
he found the alcalde, or local magistrate, the 
happy possessor of all the writings of him whom he called 
‘the grand BarntHam,” and whom he described “the 
most universal genius which the world ever produced— 
Soon, a Plato, and a Lore pE Veca.”” Borrow, who had 
never read BeNTHAM’s writings, was a little staggered by this 
exuberant tribute, but then Borrow, although it is true he 
spent a short time in a solicitor’s office in Norwich, was 

lawyer, and so not likely to take pleasure in legal works 
as did the enthusiastic Spanish magistrate. The incident, 
interesting in itself, is of use as reminding us how much the 
science of law owes to BENTHAM. 


Spain,” 


the country 


not 


Cooks and Stewards on Yachts whether Insurable 

Persons under Unemployment Insurance Acts. 

THE QUESTION whether cooks and stewards employed on 
pleasure yachts are insurable persons under the Unemployment 
Insurance Acts was decided by Mr. Justice RocHe on an 
application made on behalf of the Minister of Labour. Re an 
application of Lieut.-Col. The Right Hon. W. E. Guinness, 
etc. (Times, 30th July, 1926). Section 1 of the Unemploy- 
ment Insurance Act, 1920, provides that all persons 
of the age of sixteen and upwards who are engaged in any 
of the employments specified in Pt. I of Sched. I of that Act, 
not being employments specified in Pt. II of that Schedule, 
shall be insured under the Act. Among the employments 
specified in Pt. I of Sched. I is employment subject to certain 
conditions, “as master or member of the crew of any ship 
registered in the United Kingdom, or of any other British 
ship or vessel of which the owner, or if there is more than one 
owner the managing owner or manager, resides or has his 
principal place of business in the United Kingdom.” Among 
the excepted employments enumerated in Pt. II of Sched. I 
is “employment in domestic service, except where the 
employed persons is employed in any trade or business carried 
on for the purposes of gain.” In the above case, the insur- 
ability under the Acts of these persons had to be considered. 
One was the chief cook, and another was the chief, steward 
on a pleasure yacht, and both these persons had signed the 
Board of Trade Form H. 3 {agreement and account of the 
crew of a yacht), and had engaged themselves as sailors 
beyond their ordinary duties. The third person in question 
was the mess-room steward, and he too had signed the above 
Form H. 3, but was not engaged like the others as a-sailor. 
From the report of an old case in “ Sayer,” p. 136, it would 
appear that the test as to whether a person is a mariner 
depends on whether he is under the command of the master, 
and therefore obliged, if called upon by the master, to assist 
in navigating the vessel, and it was accordingly held that the 
ship's surgeon was a mariner and as such could sue in the 
in the case of 


Court of Admiralty for his wages. Again, 
Jane and Matilda (1823, 1 Hagg. Adm. 187), it was held 


that a woman who had served as cook and steward on board 
ship was entitled to sue as a mariner for wages in the 
” oe Court, though it appears that the woman, in this 
case, bad assisted in the navigation of the ship, by performing 
the watch and taking herturn atthe helm. Mr. Justice RocuE 
accordingly held, in the above-mentioned case, that the cook 
and stewards were insurable persons, there being a great deal 
of difference between ordinary domestic service and service 
in the above capacities on board ship, under the discipline of 


the master. 
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Residence for the Purpose of the 
Income Tax Acts. 


‘ 


THE meaning of the expressions “ resident ’’ and “ 
resident ’’ for the purpose of the Income Tax Acts 
considered by Row xatt, J., in Levene v. Commissioner of 
Inland Revenue, Times, 24th ult. The relevant statutory 
provisions which had to be considered in the above case were 
r. 2 (d) of Schedule C and s. 46 (1) of the Income Tax Act, 1918. 
Rule 2 (d) of Sched. C provides that: “No tax shall be 
chargeable in respect of—(d) The interest or dividends on any 
securities of a foreign State or a British possession which are 
payable in the United Kingdom, where it is proved to th 
satisfaction of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue that the 
person owning the securities and entitled to the interest or 
dividends is not resident in the United Kingdom .. .”; and 
s. 46 (1) of the Income Tax Act, 1918, provides that: “ Where 
the Treasury have before the commencement of this Act 
issued or may thereafter issue any securities which they have 
power to issue for the purpose of raising any money or any 
loan, with a condition that the interest thereon shall not be 
liable to tax or supertax, so long as it is shown, . that 
the securities are in the beneficial*ownership of persons who 
are not ordinarily resident in the United Kingdom, the intere 
of securities issued with such a condition shall be exempt 
accordingly.” 

The facts in Levene’s Case were that the appellant was a 
British subject who, for reasons of health, left this country in 
December, 1919, with the intention, which he had consistently 
carried out since, of living abroad for the greater part of the 
year. It appeared that the appellant spent the greater part 
of the year abroad, but that he made periodical vis 
to this country every year, staying here for a period of 
about twenty weeks in esch year. These annual visits were 
made in order that th: appellar t might obtain 

his relatives, and the graves of his pat , take part in 
certain Jewish religious observances, and look after his 
income-tax affairs. The question to be determined was 
whether on these facts the appellant was to be regarded as 
being resident and/or ordinarily resident for the purpose of 
the above provision respec tively. 

Residence is, of course, quite different from “ domicile ” 
and while a person cannot have more than one domicile, he 
clearly can have more than one residence. Thus, in Lloyd v. 
Sulley, 2 Tax Cases, at p- 111, the Lord President says 
“ A man cannot have two domiciles at the same time, but he 
certainly can have two residences or he may have three 
or more residences,” and he defines “ residences”’ as being 
‘places to which it is quite easy for the person to resort as 
his dwelling place whenever he thinks fit and to set himself 
down there with his family and establishment.” Lloyd v 
Sulley, in so far as it purports to lay down any principles a 
to the meaning of ~ idenes os was approved in Cooper Vo 
Cadwalader, 5 Tax Cas., p. 101, where an American ordinarily 
resident in New York, with no place of business in this country, 
who rented a house and shooting rights in Scotland, and spent 
two months continuously in each year, there, was held to be 
resident in the United Kingdom (ef. also Thomson v. Beirted, 
7 Tax Cas. 138). 

The definitions which Mr. Justice Rowtatr gave to the 
words “ resident ’’ and “ ordinarily resident ” in Levene’s Case, 
infra, might usefully be noted. “ Residence,” said the learned 
judge, “‘ was intended to describe the attribute of a person, 
and not bis actual plece of abode, and when one spoke of a 
residence of someone in the United Kingdom, the person 
referred to might be resident here although he was a complete 
wanderer. For legal purposes, prim4 facie, one thought of 
residence as doseribing the quality of a person who might be 
residing at more than one place at the same time. The words 
“ ordinarily resident’ might mean preponderatingly in point 
of time or habitually. Here it meant habitually or in the ' 


; Ix 
OTalna;riy 


were 


+ 
t 


medical advice, 


4 


‘ 


ordinary course of @ ’s life. A man could have two ordinary 
residences, not because he could be found at either of them, 
but because the ordina y cour ol itt ' ich that he 


acquired residence at bot 

Mr. Justice Rowxarr accordingly held that the appellant 
in Levene’s Case * ordinarily 
resident ” in this country. 


was not only resident but also 





Foreign Marriages in Japan. 
Baty, D.C.L., LL.D., A 
International Law. 


By : A ociate of the Institute of 
(¢ ntinued f p, S86.) 

If we are to hazard a gui vy would be taken 

by the highest 

alternatives, we shou 


- 1 
Court ol Japar T irding these 


Various 
going astray. 


On the one hand, the Japanese mind is prone to rely on 
formalities, and registration S control. So that 
it is not unnatural to supp: ha court might struggle to 
hold that the object of s. 77 t il Cod is to introduce 
a statistical registratio ystem and not to preserve the 
purity of the family records (Alternative Or perhaps, 
more likely, to argue t! 14 of the Registration Act, pointing 
out where foreigners ought to hand in the notices required 
by the Act, throws on them a new liability to give a notice 
which is not required by the Act under a new penalty (nullifiea- 
tion), which is not remotely alluded to under the Act. But 
the Japanese mind 1 ilso very firm in the belief that Japanese 


institutions, and particularly the family, are unique and 


peculiar ; which would tend to lead it oO reject this alternative. 
The strong se. f nationality, 1 the thorough way in 
which the Japanese subscribe to Continental dogma that 
the national law has a special and parti ular claim on the 
subject wherever he 1 , Wo ld te | make the court accept 
the lex civitatis (Alternative (2)). But the letter of the law 
distinctly refers the n ter to the lon and the J spanese 
are, very ju tly, gT tickles for the letter of the law. 
The choice would appear to be between Alternatives (1) and 


(3), and it would searcely be like for the modern Japanese 
or anyone else, to hold that Ja resembled obscur- 
antist and barbarian laws in refusing to consider that foreigners 
could contract a legal marria llin Japan. We are there 


fore driven to consider Alternative (1), artificial as it may seem, 
the most likely one to be adopted It attributes great 
liberality to the Japanese law, and at th tine time secures 
all protection for the J ul f records, 

If the main point to be regarded is the validity of the 


marriage in the United Kingdom, 
Act of 1892 is quite ife And a 


Colo 


» the form of the 
an Imperial Act, it 
nial legi lation But it is 


eems 
incapable of being repealed by 
uncertain what the law of Japan or the law of third equntries 
of it. 

IT.—Mixep MArRRIAGEs. 


There can be doubt that if a Japane 
lady, the marriage becomes clothed with legal effect in Japan 


given to the proper Kosekiri. 


would make 
marries a foreign 


when and only when notice i 
If a Japanese lady marries a foreigner, it seems plain that there 


is no such necessity : but it may be that in such a case notice 


must be given to the only Koseki ivailable—that of the 
lady’s family. If the necessity attaches, it may be that this 
disposes of the question of form. A form, necessary and 


sufficient by the lex loci has been complied with jut suppose 


ittach (as is perhaps more probable). 
two foreigners (if our view is correct), 
2? Or must they use the form of the 
ted above, the former 


But if the latter is chosen, 


the necessity does not : 
Are the parties free, like 
to use any form they like 
man’s nationality ? For the reason 
would seem the more rational rule 
+} ” » £ : 
» other way for him to 
iastical common law 


or if Japanese law is held to provide 1 
marry a Japanese, then either the ec 


form, or that of the Foreign Marriage Act would be available, 
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In ¢ 4% case, resort to tl F reign M lage t oh 4 
thie um, amet tthe Ferien Mariage Ac 160, «Law of Highway Di 
hedged with pitfall Where one party is a subject of the 4a Oo 1 ay iversion. 
locus, the marriage officer must be satisfied (see F. M. Order- LHE t | yw De issued of the Departmental Com- 
in-f il, 1892, Art. 4), that sufficient facilities d t t L Mr J. A. Hawxa, K.C., M.P., which 
for the solemnizati of the urria } the la ft land i ) | to the law relating to the s opp 
It would be mpo le t r e that l l t f t are i - 
not given for the marriage of a British lady t : ipa e, . ‘ 
ind difficult indeed to prove affirmatively, t aad ‘ 
, | p,| 
facilities are not given for the marriage of a Jay lady , , . ’ 
to a British subject ! ‘ \ Ro y 
t other party is 1 r British 1 snese, it , at 
. . ' : \ | ( I t enabling tnem by a 
seem that, Irom t papa ana t Dia } : 
. | D a T highways, and 
in our view) no restrictions on t nies, that any form , . 
. i ! per ola i Por ich powers seem In recent 
ght be used: and as the lez this ought t ful “aes . 
o . i Vv loca 
England. If, however, the true Japan ) apply , é 
tl Av f the partic nationality as to i tw probably , ' J 
be further held in Japan that it was necessary ar ifficient | / 
. . he . oun CoO Tha ) lé T ) 
to go through the form of the bridegroo: nationalit I'} : : 
For rn aot Act, 1892. ipplicable hers t only i } t . 
6} ¢ _ ee a , | rime it a g powers under local Acts 
mak 1e marriage good for England. How far t third : , 
pa J : ; . : it variance with any future amending public general 
y and Japan w spectively cé ier rood has , rm eae 
. ] | tn Wiiil reé pe " y nsiade IT { il . . ld bh wal I sre not prepared to suggest 
been said) another questior f our principle right, that ‘ ri oe: * 
Japan (1) admits the arriage of foreigner | 7 : ‘ conditfons 85 of the Highway A 
pa ) admits th larriage Of ioreigners in. I é 10¢ , 1 1 
, ; theca the new highway must be 
not apply to them the impos ble requirement of notification 1) 7 14 t] 1} 
. > I ‘ modo to the UDC tha? 1@ O1d, 
the Kosekiri of their Japanese family, nor the totally : te 
=a, ia iy be stopped only if it was found to be 
inexpressed requirement of notification to somebody « ise, " ; " 1 
a > Ppp y* ‘ I They think that the tribunal to determine 
" ) leaves the form of their marriage to | reg it y , . 
mpegs / licat to ip or divert must be judicial, and 1 
the minimum necessary to establish the marita fectio 
. f , , | ad ‘ at t] storic connexion of the justice 
uch @ marriage, whatever form is employed, bride bride , , “ 
; l t be continued ; but their powers 
yroom’s, or neither, will be accepted on broad ec: m-sens : . 
2 : . hou ul ’ tead of the aid being invokes a by 
principles as valid Japan, fore countrit il] erally We 
i : apes, : , _,. » 7 or chosen by th upplica 
EL Rept I it “ah! j sua ( 1 Ol y the applican 
1 e that acceptance, as the law oi the locus cele ion > a ) ‘ 
ther t yunal should be Petty Sessional Court 
I11.—Practic: & CO jurisdiction, consisting of two or more 
he practice is chaotic Usually both the f f the | Justi gin a Petty Se il Court-house. rhe 
Foreign Marriages Act, 1892, and that of arly — » public judicial inquiry 
iled up, in the case of British su ject This 1 for oS UEM 1D t Quarter Session and appeé 
England, but by no means necessary in Japan: bé e if she | lie to Quarter Sessions, whose judgment, after r 
English law applies (whether because of the » the heart sho } 1 Appeal should lie against either the 
: , . : t ‘ ie or 0 rie at ) yun i 
invitation of Japanese law), the English com: iW just ams Ce ; a Claes See Pang GO cpr 6 “FP © 
. ‘ " : = . . hic : 
s valid in Japan as the English statuts vhilst if t panese Way ; ; 
, . a hd , s | ‘ ’ qT i? | » Visi¢ . P| 2 f le 
rule of s. 775 of the Civil Code applies, in spite t erent : v n that the provisions as to th 
** . . . ) ‘ 7 ‘? > qt ‘ of nT! TIO? 7 ae \ T ; t ) | or} y \ 
nlikeliness, notific cation to neither the priest t nsul rate — pdassapenar ad op a highway 
I ‘ 
will in Japan supply the place of not it may: P _ eing afl t each end of the highway and on church door 
i apan t ] )] iace O}| l l \ ] : : P 
In the case of Americans, it is believed that notificat th. Are @ sic, ANG Thal Pow ould be given to the appropriate 
Japanese form is made to the atistical re tratl theer ic departn t » make ich rule the notice to include a 
’ 1 35 , . . . . how othe eflec? of the nronoser iterferer > wit he 
nerally the local mavor as Kiriusel It may | wdded pian . " tec i the prope interte! nce with the 
that in an unreported case (Mars} ll Merehe = ated , hwa l notice nou d go specifically (in 
only in The Times newspaper (November, 1907), Bargrave | * pu ent) to all owners and occupier: 
eane — } . = ies ™ . 1 } bsdesd asliected, to the « y council, to the borough or district 
Jeane was induced to be » that Japan had i 1 
s general system of a universally compulsory for f civi] | COW! rned, a rural districts to the parish council or 
rriage by registration, and on this ground held a « mon : 
la arriage between Briti } thiect I i! ibvt | : ler that vv ent of any borough or 
ul 1 validatory Act “to remove doubt yas a : gly 2 , , ould not be & condition pre edent 
; . . 4, to th oO order for dive Oo stopping ut 
passed in England in 1912. As we have explained e. the ier lor diversi or stopping up, bu 
4:4! ito a a an > ea a+ 
provisions of the ( ivil Code of Javan are scant . 1, 10us ( 0 lL be enti l ppear and be bh rda 
s ’ | ’ 
snd certainly very far from having established or purported | ' ; ind to appeal to Quarter Session 
- S : : + f 4 landaw , ryt} tr . , 
to establish such a universal syster It was an | h and | thes nt of the landowne Pe, tem inue to be necessary 
i ‘ < AXA 
not a Japanse se, lawyer, who de ed that it had | tem A y t : g tl pow? of t he War Office and the 
of re« rd is not a gene ral « one, ao Is DOUNd pm tl ] out Air Mi y with regard to the opping up or diversion of 
with the institution of the aati aun fo ar, ee sath highwa hould be the subject of sper ial legislation. 
tion of its integrity. The whole subject in need af ear ful Four ETS Cor t think that the diversion and 
‘ nm s NO iD] I im fh i ¢ A M > = 
revision; and it is suggested that, to | ife, 1 fa Opp p or ays ca for administrative as well as 
i Re ‘ at ik >» | € Ait's ae 3 ws ' 1 1 . ° 
warriage in Japan should always be given to the local « alg, | JUGICIal < leration, and that the holding of inquiry by 
In the case of a transient passe1 t mav be that unti] | JU6t# petty session unduly emphasizes the judicial 
ty days have elapsed, no su 2 b tale os job eleme! vy recommend that the bodies should be county 
his is an argument ist the contention that the Japanese | ©OU™ county borough councils, and the councils of non- 
w intended to set up a universal system of civil registration | CUtY boroughs, and urban and rural districts, 
I marriages It can hardly have been noe 1 that no THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
fo reigner could marry ir 1 Japan until he had been there three WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 


mor the 





(Ooncluded 





WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED 














FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MippLEesex HospPirTa., 
ory Fuyps ror its Humans Worx. 
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A Conveyancer’s Diary. 


Iwo extremely interesting points were recently decided by 
Mr. Justice Romer in Re Earl of Carnarvon’s 
Can an Chesterfield S.E., 1926, W.N. 242, and 
Assignment Re Earl of C arnarvon’s s Highelk r pers tb. 
for Value by a The question a in both cases was 
Tenant for Life the same, but the circumstances of the 
of his Beneficial two cases differed important respects, 
Interest confer and the answers given were consequently 
the Statutory different. , 
Powers on I'he summonses were issued under 8.L.A 
the Assignee? 1925, s. 93, a doubt having arisen “as 
the person in whose favour a vesting 
leed ... ought to be executed ”’: a. (d). 


In the case of the Chesterfield Estates the following w 
the relevant facts :— 
Assignment of 6th August,1874: Settlement tothe use of th 
Life Interest. fifth Earl of Carnarvon for life with power to 
appoint a jointure rent-charge and portions 
25th June, 1895: Settlement upon mar riage of fifth Earl 
hereby a jointure rent-charge of £1,000 per annum wa 
sppolr ited by him to his wife. 

8th Novembe r, 1919: Disentailing deed. 

9th November, 1919: Re-settlement whereby the land was 
appointed to the use of the fifth Earl for life in restoration of 
his original estate, with remainder subject to the jointure 
rent-charge to the use of his son (now the sixth Earl) dur 
his life with remainders over. 

The fifth Earl died in 1923 and in 1925 the sixth Ear! agr 
in writing to sell his life interest to the Carnarvon Estates | 
subject to the jointure rent-charge. 

Immediately before the agreement to assign the life interest 
the position (under the old law) seems to have been fairly 
ciear. 

There was a compound settlement consisting of the Settk 
ment of 1874, the Marriage Settlement of 1895, and th 
Disentailing Deed and Re-Settlement of the 8th and 9th of 
November, 1919, under which the sixth Earl was the tenant 
for life. On the agreement being entered into by the sixt 
Karl to assign his life interest to the Carnarvon Estates C 
the question arose, and the learned judge was asked in this case 

o decide whether or not the sixth Earl remained tenant f 
life under the compound settlement notwithstanding 
equitable assignment of the life interest. Nothing seems t 
turn on the fact that there was no actual assignment of i 

It will be recalled that by S.L.A., 1925, s. 19 (1), @ perso: 

f full age who is for the time being beneficially entitled und 
2 settlement to the possession of settled land for his life 
for the purposes of that Act, the tenant for life of that land 
and the tenant for life under that settlement ; also that by 
tb., s. 20 (1) certain persons being of full age, including a tenant 
for the life of anothe ‘r not holding merely under a lease at 
rent, are given, when their estates or interests are in possession 
the powers of a tenant for life under the S.L.A., 1925. 





ng 


a 


[t was suggested that the use of the words “ being of full 


age’ showed an intention to exclude, 1 
Corporation all circumstances, a corporation from the 
may have the category of tenants for life or perso! 
Statutory having the powers of a tenant for life. T! 
Powers. learned judge, however, adopted the far 


more reasonable view that “‘ throughout th 
S.L.A., 1925 . . . the words ‘ of full age ’ were used in contrast 


with the word ‘infant’ and that they merely meant not 
being an infant.” These sections, therefore, taken by them- 
selves, had not rendered it inherently imnponts le for a corpora 
tion to be or to have the powers of a tenant for life. 

The next point raised was whether or not the agreement by 
the sixth Earl to sell his life estate to the company was one of 
the documents constituting the compound settlement. It was 





not a family arrangement deed within 7b., s. 104 (11), hence it 
must have been an assignme nt for value within that section 
which applies (s-s. (12)) whether the assignment was made 
before or after the lst January last, and shows that a mer 
assignee for value of the life interest does not obtain the powers 
of the assignor 

Now, the Act of 1882 was repealed by s. 119, and uncer 
3-3. (1) (a) the new Act is to apply t 
instruments made before 1926. 

The learned Judge, however, is reported to have be 
opinion that “ that question did not turn upon the provision 
of the new Act but seemed to turn upon the provisions of the 
S.L.A., 1882,” because, if the contention of the company that 
it had the powers of a tenant for life was sound, then it had 
those powers as from the date of the assignment. It ia 
respectfully urged, however, that what the court was called 
upon to consider was the position in 1926 under the S.L.A 
1925, and that it does not by any means follow that because a 


erson had on 3ist December, 1925, the powers of a tenant f 
ife under the S.L.A., 1882, he continued to have them on 


o settlements and other 


Ist January, 1926. Indeed, this must be so in the case of 
ifants, who can no longer be tenants for life within the Act 
he “‘ statutory owner would hold the land and exercise t} 

powers unless there was a co-tenant for life of full age. 

~ Romer, J., however, held that “ by reason of the provision 

contained in s. 50 of the Ac t of 1882 (see now 8.L. 1925 
3. 104) the document by which the sixth Earl contracted to sel! 
iis life interest to the con pany was not one of the document 

which « omer ye 1 the con pound settlement.” 

It followed, therefore, in his opinion, that the company wa 


10t, but that the sixth Earl was, tenant for life under the « 
pound settlement. It is submitted that the learned Judge wo 
have come to the same conclusion had he based his judgm 
m the new Act. For, independently of s. 104, already 
mentioned, it seems clear from s. 24 that, although a tenant for 
may have parted with his entire beneficial interest, he 
till treated as retaining the statutory powers, which, under 
that section, the court has power to direct shall in future be 
exercised by the trustees in his name. A new exception, 
however, is made by s. 105, where the tenant for life surrende 
his life interest to the next remainderman so as to mé 
In that case the remainderman can exercise the powers a 
the surrenderer were dead. The net result of this part of t 
decision is to re-establish the rule that an assignee for val 
of a life interest does not obtain the statutory powers merely 
because he comes within the description in s. 20 of a pei 
holding for the life of another 
In the other case the following instruments had bs 
executed aftec : the Highclere Estates : 
25th June, 1895.—Settlement on the marriage of the fifth 
Earl of Carnarvon upon himself as teriant f 
Conveyance life with remainder to his son (now 
of the Fee <th Earl) in tail male subject to a year 
Simple. rent-charge of £2,000 in favour of |} 
wife. 
5th May, 1923.—Disentailing assurance execut: 1 by the 
sixth Earl. 
10th August, 1925.—Agreement entered into by the sixth 
Earl to sell the land to the Carnarvon Estates Co. for an estat 
in fee simple in possession subject to the rent-charge of £2,000. 
The main distinction between this and the first case is that, 
instead of taking a life interest, the company acquired the fee 
simple subject toa family charge. When a proper conveyance 
was executed the company would have become the estate 
owner of the land 
Having decided that a corporation was not Incapai 
being a tenant for life under the 8.L.A., 1925, and | 


rt, con 


ting 


upon the authority of the case mentioned in the repo 
to the conclusion that where before 1926 land was held 


person in fee s npl es ub} ect to an existing jomture, it wa 
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limites uu V g of s. 2 (1) of the 
S.L.A., 1882 1 j 1 th when the new 
S.L.A. came into fi H I rer tled 
land 
It is ¢ } j J ] ich € 
lid beee t l ( ) of th L.A 
1925 | ] | I | d out that th 
p j } ficially entitled 
io f yject to the family 
che I b V1 of 20) 
(1) (ix) nant for lite in 
resp ! l] 
| ! 1 ! fact decision 
nd i | } [,A 1995. bu Iso 
with L.P. (Am \ 1026 
A } po | ed If after 
1925 an ri f y chare mvey 
his « [ » the charge, do th 
purchase ‘ » they remain 
exere! hy] ny i | iy co I la ed 
by 1 (2) of \ \ f { powe rive! by 
S.L.A., 1925 If } family cl rge could 
only be « ‘ I ea i! r licated by ha 
sub-sectio ' id | the powers, 
subj of « f being made in hi 
favou i] I ly th gnee of 
th Ly | | ) wl kK h >) L \ 
1925 I ppl r-reaching powe 
referred tot 1 (2 \ Act remai l exercisable 
bv the vendor eh eee ild no it 1 ugg ed 
be properly justified 
Landlord and ‘Tenant Notebook. 
It will be observed t ) rf 10 deal with the 
jul te i ’ Tat i HT pta of 
Surrender by ey y the ndlord will amount to an 
Delivery of eceptance of esslol In addition to 
Possession ti may be usefully 
ynlin nee niad following cases which hav 
Acceptance beari on the poi 
of Keys. Whitehead v. Clifford, 1814, 5 Taunton 
18, lays down the prin iple that where 
th } le t Lueree wi h t} le or to yield up po ession, 
which the lessor agrees to accept, and in pursuance thereof 
the lessee vacati the premises and hands the keys 
over to the lessor, there a good surrender. This prin 
ciple is further illu ted by the case of Grimman v. Legge, 
1828, 8 B. & C. 324, wh he facts were that a dispute arising 
between the lessor and lessee, the | intimated his intention 
to quit. The lessor thereup inswered that he would 
be pleased if the | e quitt the premises, which the lessee 
did in fact do. The lessee on leaving sent the keys of the 


premises to the lessor, who accepted them. This was held 
by the court to be a good surrender 

In Cannaan ¢ Grimley (assignee of Tanner, a bankrupt) v. 
Hartley, 1850, 9 C.B. 634, the lessor became bankrupt, and 
rent was subsequently paid by the lessee to the bankrupt’s 
assignee. Later, prior to the expiry of the term, the lessee 
‘ent the key of the premise » the office of the plaintiff 
Cannaan, who was the official assignee ; and it was delivered 
there to a clerk as ihe key of the demised premises and was 


never returned. On th day the lessee quitted the 
premises, placing a tin plate on the door giving information 
that he had removed elsewher It was held that there had 
been no surrender 

In conclusion, reference be made to Smith v. Roberts, 
1892 9T | R ys tca iw the Lou of \pp al greed 
with the findings of the trial jud iat the aces ptan of the 


é i 
operated as a surrender. There 


key, in the circumstance 
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the London County Council had given notice that interior 
repairs had to be carried out to the premises, which were let 
toadressmaker. The lessee refused permission to the landlord 
to enter and do the necessary repairs, since that would disturb 
her business, and she intimated she would leave the premises 
in that event. The lessor, however, declined to agree to any 
prior determination of the tenancy, but the lessee, nevertheless, 
vacated the premises and sent the key to the lessor. The 
lessor kept the key and used it in order to allow the workmen 
to go in and carry out the repairs. It appeared that the work 
which was in fact done made the premises uninhabitable, 
that the work was done at the lessor’s leisure, and that other 
repairs than the repairs that were necessary were carried out. 
On these facts the Court of Appeal was of opinion that the 
inference might have been legitimately drawn that when the 
lessor accepted the key he intended to accept possession, 
and consequently a surrender had taken place. 

The above cases might serve as a useful guide for the purpose 
of determining whether a surrender by yielding up and accept- 
ince of possession has taken place. The circumstances of 
each case, however, must carefully be considered. 





Correspondence. 
The Law of Property Acts. Disentailing Deeds. 
Sir,—We understood the Law of Property Acts were 
designed by the draughtsmen of the Act to save expense. 
We fail to see, however, how expense can be saved with 
regard to disentailing deeds. We have just had occasion 
to desire to disentail property by the tenant in tail in possession. 
We find that in executing a disentailing deed and enrolling it 
in the Central Office it is now necessary to do the following 
things :— 
Apply to the Court and have trustees appointed. 
2. Execute vesting deed. 
3. Execute disentailing deed. 
4. Execute deed of release. 
We suggest that when next an Amendment Bill is brought 
forward in Parliament that the former law is restored on thie 
WARREN & WARREN. 


—_ 


subject. 

London, W.C.1, 

9th August. 

[1. No enrolment of dise 
1925, a. 133. ‘ 
If by reason of the execution of the deed the land ceases 
ve settled land, then 8.L.A., 1925, s. 13, does not apply, for a 
vesting deed is only required under that section where the land 
is “* settled land.” 

3. If the tenant in tail became entitled in fee simple subject 
to a family charge he couid make a title subject to the family 
charge under L.P. (Amend.) A., 1926, s. 1, without the aid of a 
vesting deed. 

This shows that no amendment is required to meet the 
difficulties suggested by our correspondents.—Ep., Sol. J.] 


ib tiling deeds 1 necessary .; Lee, 


Richmond v. Savill. 


Sir,—I have read with much interest the report in your 
issue of the 7th instant of the ebove case. 

The judgment in this case deals somewhat fully with the 
effect of a surrender on the lessee’s covenants and liabilities, 
but it does not in any way deal with the corresponding 
covenants and liabilities of the lessor or landlord. 

If you, or any of your readers, could refer us to any case 
bearing on this part of the matter, I shall be very much 
obliged by any information thereon. 

J. Livinestonge Woop. 


W orcester, 
9th August. 
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Solicitors North and South of the Tweed. 


Sir,—I read with int¢ the article in your issue of to-day’s 
| with reference to the legal profession north of the Tweed 
Your contributor, however, whilst explaining the differe: 
between writers to tl Let licitors and law agents, do 
leal with the question of examinations. Have your 
readers to assume that the mly one examination body 

body entrusted with adn n er ex nation, and on 
roll, and that the further desigr ns of W.S. and Solicitor 
re optional and obtainable merely on payment of further f 
ithout any obstacle ? INTERESTED. 


Harrogate. 

31st July. 
Sir,—In reply to your corre pondent I 
.or W.S., must bea 
within the meaning of the Law Agents Acts. A 


be enrolled in the Roll of Law Agent \ 


i 
] 
r 


’ out 


would point 

* Bel hifi } 
juanhed 

such he mu 


mig 
eparate roll is 


that every solicitor, S.S.( Lwagent « 


kept of agents practising before the Supreme Court and 
those practising in the Court. An agent who 
pl ictises in the Sheriff Court may enrol to practi in the 
Supreme Court on paym« » difference in stamp duty 
(about £30). Admission as a W.S. 

rules of that Society. Law agent are 

members on conforming to the rule tha 
must be served to a practising W.S., and paying the difference 
in stamp duty tantial sum—and other fees. In 
regard to examinations under the recent Act of Sederun 


determined by the holding of a 


Sheriff 





is governed by the specia 
usually admitt 


a ren? ‘ hiv 
spprenci hip 


a very sub 
admission as a law agent i 
law degree of a Scots University or passing a general examina 
tion in law preceded by certain educational attainments coupled 
with a duly served apprenticeship under registered indenture 
of three years in case of university graduates, and four year 


n the case of others.—Your contributor. ] 





Agricultural Wholesale Society v. Biddulph 

and District Agricultural Society. 

Sir,—You were kind enough to publish a letter of mine 
some months ago in which I criticized the decision of th 
Court of Appeal in Agricultural Wholesale Society v. Biddulph 
and District Agricultural Society, which is reported in 69 
Sou. J., at p. 557, and 1925, Ch. 769 and in which the decision of 
Lawrence, J., wasreversed. ‘The head note of the case, which 
is justified by the judgments, contains this passage : 

“A collateral obligation imposed by the Articles of 
Association of a limited Company which in certain events 
involves a liability part of that member to take 
further shares in the Company can be enforced notwith- 
standing that the liability of the member to contribute in 
a winding up is limited by the Act under which the Company 
18 registered.” 

[ have only seen the report of the decision of the House of 
Lords in this case, in the “ Weekly Notes,” of the 7th instan 
but I am pleased to note that the Court of 
Appeal, so far a3 it is expressed in the head note which I have 
cited, is not affirmed, the House of Lords finding that it was not 
necessary to determine such a question. 

I venture to express the belief that should the 
in the head note which I cite above ever come before the 
Supreme Court of Appeal directly, the decision of the Court of 
Appeal will not be accepted. 


on the 


¢ 


the deci ion ot 


tatement 


Yours faithfully, 


HARGREAVES 


London, E.C.2, 
17th August. E. T. 


The attention of the Legal Profession is called to the fact 
that the PHCENIX ASSURANCE COMPANY Lid... Phoenix 
House, King William Street, London, E.C.4 (transacting 
ALL CLASSES OF INSURANCE BUSINESS) invites 
proposals for Fidelity Guarantee and Court Bonds, Loans on 
Reversions and Life Interests. Branch Offices at 11. Waterioo 
Place, S.W.1; 187, Fleet Street, E.C.4.; 20-22 Lincoln’s Inn 
Fields, W.C.2, and throughout the country. 


Obituary. 


PRINCIPAI 


J. H. DAVIES 


Mr. John Humphreys Davi b Principal of 
the Univ rs y Col] ve oO \ es, Abery wyth, die here on 
the evening of Tuesday, the 10th inst. He had been ill for 
about two years, and mnt) go underwent an 
operation for spin troubl 

The son of Mr. R. J | l Ol Uw \I I LI] uy itho 
Cardiganshire, Principal Davies w lucated University 
College School, and pré lto L ( ge, Oxford, where 
he took his M.A. degree in 1897, and was later elected a Fellow 
of Jesus College. After pra x fe y he Chancery 
Bar he was appointed R rar Py pal of the 
University Coll ge of A be J j M ber 
of the Council of the Univer Wal ( { fies 
of Vice-Chancellor from 192: 1925. Ar rity on the 


literature and bibliog phy 


. i . 
letters of Lewis Mor VV philolog na 
. 17 | , , 
yntiquary, and also W ‘ l Lloyd Puritan 
( 1e apd mys writer of th vent h century, and 
mong his other work is a bibliography of Welsh eighteenth 
pny 
century ballads. Principal Davie Ww High Sheriff of 
; } 
Cardiganshire in 1912 and a former chairman of the County 


Council. He played a 
legal education in Wales 
the Faculty of Law at Ab 
the Principality ha 


bibliographer and a great 


Ma. ©. 3 


Mr. Charles Richard 
Inner Temple, E.C., and | 
27th June, aged fifty-six. 
in 1910, was a member of T 


Mr. F. K. 


Mr. Frederick Ernest Clev 
was drowned on Wednesday, 


at Newhaven. 
appointed Town ( 


} } 
Cih U1 


his father and grandfather 


appointments of Clerk to 
Rural District Council. | 
Society. 

Mr. D. M 


Mr. David 
Dearne, Doncaster, Rother! 
upon-Dearne on Saturday, 


Mr. Nicholson, who was adr 


the firm of Nicholson & Co 
Wath-upon-Dearne Urban | 
Swinton aad District Joint | 
of the Directors of the W: 
of several other compani 


Mr. A. 


Mr. Arthur Augustus W 
there recently at th re 
Perse School, Cambridge, } 
1881, was Steward of 
and Bourney 
the Cambridge Law Society 


Mr John Charl \\ 
Harpe nden, Hert 
ind before that for n 
and Sir Travers Hum 
of £1,375. 


a devoted son, a 


Ballard, soli 


1 
righnton, 


Mr. Clevertor 


Morton Ni he 


h Main ¢ 


in Willi gha ni, 


furthering the cause of 


id viewed with pride the success of 


By his premature death 
distingul hed 


wyl n 


{, BALLARD 


or, of 1, Hare Court, 
Fulham on the 


admitted 


died 
Mr. Ballard, who wa 


ne Law Society. 


CLEVERTON 


erton, solicitor, Saltash, Cornwall, 


y, the 2] July, whilst yachting 
vho w rdmitted in 1894, was 
ltash 1 1905, an ofthese held by 
Helo! him. He also held the 
the St. Germains Guardians and 
fe was a member of The Law 


NICHOLSON. 


solicitor, of Wath-upon 
am and Sheffield, died at Wath 
the 17th July, aged venty-two. 


1875, was a member of 
hi i F . > to the 
Jistrict Council and to the Wath, 


Los} | Board. He was Chairma 


A. WALKER 


ker, solicl of Cambridge, died 
f y Educated the 

\\ L imitted in 
‘Lame ( Pe Lot ham 
m, Car \ \ President of 


1924 25 . W. 
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LAW OF PROPERTY ACTS. 
POINTS IN PRACTICE. 


Questions from Annual Subscribors are invited and will be answered by an eminent Conveyancer. All questions should be 





addressed to—-The Assistant Editor, “ The Solicitors’ Journal,’’ 94-97, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. The name and address of the Subscriber 
must accompany all communications, which should be typewritten (or written) on one side of the paper only and be in triplicate. 
To meet the convenience of Subscribers, in matters requiring urgent attention, answers will be forwarded by post. 








CorpyHoLps—SetrLtep LAND—Deatu or TENANT FOR LIFE 
No Vestina DeED—SALE. 
CHILD-BEARING—PREsSUMPTION—IMPosstBiLity or Issuzr— 
Dy UTION OF FUND 
425. Q. J.H. by his will dated in 1876, appointed trustees 
thereof, and gave and devised his real and personal estates to 


them upon trust for sale, and directed his trustees to stand 
posse: sed of the income ari r from his trust estates, and pay 
thereout to his wife an annuity during her life, and upon the 
lapse of the ar nuit the capital tol vllow the dispos ition of his 
trust estates, and testator directed his trustees, in the events 
which have happened, to pay the income of his trust estates, 
subject to the said annuity, to his only daughter, and on her 
death the capital from which the income was drived in trust 
for the child or children of such daughter on attaining twenty- 


one years of age By a codicil to the said will, J.H. revoked 
the devise to | trusts © far as it affected two copyhold 
cottages, an 1 he devised the same to his wife for he r life, 
after her decease he directed that such cottage should fall 


into and become a portion of his trust estates, and follow the 


destination thereof as determined by the trusts of his will 
J.H. died in 1883. His widow died on the 25rd May last. 
There is one trustee only surviving. The widow was admitted 
on the court rolls to the said copyhold property in 1885, as 
tenant for life. She has died intestate, and no grant of 
administration has been made to her estate. No vesting deed 


was made before her death. The only estate of the trust is 


the said copyhold property of the value of about £500, and 
personal estate under £500. The widow’s own estate is under 
£100. The daughter and only child of the testator is un- 
married, and over fifty-five years of age, and is the only 
next-of-kin of her late father, the testator. The trustee 
desires if possible to pay over or transfer to the daughter the 
whole estate, and wind-up the trust. Please give your 
opinion: (1) Will the trustee be justified, under the cireum 
stances, to pay over to the daughter the petsonal estate, taking 
her receipt in full, and indemnity 2 (2) What steps are 
necessary to be taken to vest the legal estate of the copyhold 
property either in the daughter as tenant for life, or in the 
trustee of testator’s will as trustee for sale, and to place either 
party in a position to give a title to a purchaser? (3) Is an 
additional trustee (and, if so, by whom) required to be 
appointed of the testator’s will, before a sale can be effected 
of the copyhold property, to give a receipt for the purchase 
money ¢ There is power given under the will for the present 
trustee to appoint an additional trustee? (4) Is the real 
and personal estate liable to estate duty on the death of the 
widow, no duty having been paid on testator’s death, the 
real estate being then exempt and the personal estate 
exhausted by Treason of ce bt 4 

A. (1) The only answer which can be given is that he will be 
legally justified if she has no children, but not otherwise. 
W hether the po ibility is so remote that it may be disregarded 
is a practical rather than a legal question. A policy of insur- 
ance against children could no doubt be obtained for a very 
modest premium, a course followed in Carr v. Carr, W.N., 
1912, p. 82, in respect of a younger woman. (2) By virtue 
of the L.P.A., 1925, Ist Sched., Pt. II, paras. 3 and 6 (e), 
or the L.P.A., 1922, s. 128 (2), and the 12th Sched., para. (5), 
sub-para. (ii) (the latter if applicable, see answer to QY. 196, 








p- 461), the copyholds vested as freeholds in the widow on 
lst January, 1926, and*on her death intestate, will pass under 
@ grant of letters of administration under s. 162 ofthe Judicature 
Act. The special administrator will be the surviving truste: 
of the will of J.H. as trustee for the purposes of th 

S.L.A., 1925, under s. 30 (1) (iv). He must pay or provid 
for the death duties and then execute a vesting assent to 
himself under s. 36 (1) of the A.E.A., 1925, as trustee for sale 
under the will (the daughter has only an interest in the 
proceeds of sale or rents until sale). (5) Yes, see s. 14 of the 
T.A., 1925, and s. 27 (2) of the L.P.A., 1925. The present 
rustee will appoint if the will gives him power. (4) Presum 
ably the personal estate now comprised in the trust represent 

realty (on which no estate duty has been paid) since the person 

alty existing at the death was exhausted by debts. If so 
it is liable to estate duty together with the realty, not being 
exempted by the F.A., 1894, s. 5 (2), as amended by the 
F.A., 1914, s. 14. 


ADMINISTRATOR—UNDIVIDED SHaAkRE—PoweEr TO 
APPROPRIATE. 

126. Y. A dies intestate a widower in January, 1926, 
leaving issue four sons. Representation is granted to two 
of the sons. One of the sons enters into a contract for the 
sale of certain freehold property forming part of the estate 
of the intestate, and an abstract is delivered to the purchaser 
whereby the later title is deduced as follows: (1) The grant 
of letters of administration; (2) an assent signed by the 
personal representatives purporting to vest certain freehold 
properties forming part of the deceased estate (including the 
property contracted to be sold) in one of the sons, the vendor 
in fee simple. Apparently ss. 36 and 41 of the A.E.A., 
1925 are relied on, but it is noticed that by s-s. (1) of s. 36 
the person in whose favour the assent is to be made must be 
beneficially entitled, whereas in the case in point it would 
appear that the four sons are only entitled to a share in the 
proceeds of sale under the statutory trusts. (A) Can the 
distribution of an intestate’s estate be carried out by means 
of assents and appropriation when the persons entitled under 
the intestacy wish to take over property in specie? (B) Will 
the assent get rid of the statutory trust for sale and enable 
the assentee, the vendor, to give a good discharge for the 
purchase money ? (c) Isthe purchaser put upon any enquiry ! 
(pv) Will the purchaser get a good title to the property under 
the assent ? 

A. By s. 33 (1) (a) of the A.E.A., 1925, the real estate 
of an intestate is held by his administrators in trust for sale, 
and by s-s (4) the trust for sale attaches to residue unsold 
and not required for administration purposes. By s. 41 (9), 
however, the power of appropriation of an asset “in the 
actual condition or state of investment thereof at the time 
of appropriation ” (see s-s. (1) ) extends to intestacy. Now, 
on intestacy all persons, except spouses, take in classes, 
so it must be assumed that an appropriation, under an intestacy 
at least, will bind a class and over-ride the trust for sale. 
This being so, although the questioner’s reasoning is not 
without weight, the opinion is here given that a purchaser 
must accept the title indicated, especially having regard to 
the protection afforded him by s. 41 (7). Questions (A) and 
(B) are therefore answered in the affirmative (except that the 
trust for sale cannot be overridden without an appropriation 
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as well as assent, though the latter would imply the former 
if otherwise invalid—see also s. 36 (1)), (C) inthe negative and 
(D) in the affirmative. It is assumed of course that the 
documents are in order, and clearly show the intention of 
the administrators to appropriate and assent and the fulfilment 
of such intention. 
CopYHOLDS—SetrLeD LaNnD—DeEatu or TENANT FOR LIFE 
INTESTATE— PROCEDURE. 

27. Q. A by her will appointed her mother, B, 
executrix and devised three freehold cottages and one rood of 
copyhold land to B for life, and after her death to her cousin, C. 


sole 


l 
| 


A died in 1911. B died in 1926 intestate without leaving any | 


property, no vesting deed having been executed. B was 
admitted for life to the copyholds. The property is very old 
and not worth more than £80, and is subject to a mortgage 
for £50. 

(a) Should letters of administration to B’s estate be granted 
to C under s. 162 of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1925 ? 

(b) If so, what steps will then be necessary to vest freeholds 
and former copyholds in C ? 

(c) Will any and what document have to be presented to 
the steward ? 

A. (a) Application for a limited grant should be made by C 
(who, however, possibly may be required to take a full grant). 

(b) The grant will suffice, since the legal estate in each case 
was vested in B. 


(c) C will have to present any assent she, as administratrix of | 


B, makes to the devolution of the property to herself in fee, 
and any assurance of it thereafter, see L.P.A., 1922, 
129 (9). 


UNDIVIDED SHARES—VESTED IN PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE 
oF SoLE TRUSTEE ON Ist JANUARY, 1926—SaLE. 

$28. Q. By his will, proved in 1891, A appointed his wife B, 
and his son C, executors. After certain specific bequests, 
he devised his real estate and bequeathed the residue of his 
personal estate to C, upon trust for B for life, and after her 
death, as to one-third to C absolutely, and as to the remainder 
on trust for his daughters D and E, for life with remainders 
over. C, by his will, proved in 1909, after appointing D and E 
executors, gave everything to B, thereby disposing of hi 
interest under A’s will, and also purported to appoint D as 
trustee of A’s will in his place. B survived C, and by her will, 
proved in 1925, gave all her property to D and E, and appointed 
them executors. During B’s life all the real property in A’s 
estate, with the exception of one freehold house, was sold. 
t is now clear that D and E are absolutely entitled to one- 
third of A’s estate, and to the income for life of the remainder. 
How should title be made to the house as D and E are anxious 
to dispose of it to clear the estate? They would be willing 


to have the house appropriated as part of their one-third share | 


if this would simplify the title. 

A. Since, under s. 3] of the C.A., 1881, a sole trustee could 
not appoint his successor, by will (see Re Parker's Trusts, 
1894, 1 Ch. 707), the same applies to its re-enactment by 
s. 10 of the T.A., 1893, and therefore it is agreed that the 


purported appointment of D io be A’s trustee in C’s will, is | 


void. On the death of C, the freehold property, subject to the 
trusts of A’s will vested in D and E, as the personal representa- 
tives of C, and remained vested in them until lst January, 
1926. This being so, the L.P.A., 1925, lst Sched., Pt. IV, 
para. 1 (1), then operated to give them a trust forsale. Thus, 
the title is in good order. Appropriation by trustees, acting 
as such, and not as personal representatives (who are fortified 
by s. 41 of the A.E.A., 1925), to themselves, may be impeach- 
able: see Re Bythway, 1911, 80 L.J., Ch. 246, and, if they do 
not sell the property, their better course would be to manage 
as a whole under s.s, 24-29 of the L.P.A., 1925. 





Court of Appeal. 

Latter v. Juckes. No. 1. 
BANKRUPTCY—EXECUTION FOR More THAN £20—DeEntT PAID 
TO AVOID SALE—NotTIce oF BANKRUPTCY PETITION WITHIN 


20th July. 


FourRTEEN Days—REeEcEIVING ORDER MADE ON A SUB- 
SEQUENT PetiTion—NOTICE OF LATER PETITION GIVEN 
AFTER FourtTeEN Days—TrustTer’s Rigur TO CLAIM 
Money—Bankrurtcy Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Geo. 5, ¢. 59), 
s. 41 (2). 

Section 41 (2) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, enacts: “ Where, 


nt for a@ sum exceeding 
twenty po inds, the qoods of a debtor are ld or money ts paid in 
order to avoid sale, the sheriff shall . . . retain the balance for 
fourteen days, and, of ’ that time notice served on him 
of a bankruptcy petition having been presented by or against the 
debtor, and @ receir ing order is made against the debtor thereon 
she riff has notre, the she riff 


unde r an execution in respect of a rudq 
I 4 J 


pithis 


or on any other petition of which the 
shall pay the balance to . the trustee, who shall be entitled 
to retain it as against the execution creditor.” This means that 
the she riff afte r notice, withir fourtee n da {8 of a petition, must 
hold the mone y to see whether @ re cewing order will be made ; 
and upon the making of such an order he will be liable to pay the 
sum to the trustee, although the receiving order was made, not 
but upon a subsequent petition, notice 


upon the original petition, 
the sheriff within the fourtee n days’ 


of which was not given t 
limit. 

Opinion of Vaugham Williams, J., to the contrary in 
Watkins v. Barnard, 46 W.R. 156; 1897, 2 Q.B. 521, doubted. 

Appeal from the Divisional Court (Mackinnon and Finlay, 
JJ.), 42 T.L.R. 587. On Ist May, 1925, a bankruptey notice 
was issued against the defendant Juckes at the instance of 
one of his creditors, A. H. Reeve. This notice served on 
the defendant on 15th May. He failed to comply with it, and 
an act of bankruptcy was thereby committed on 25rd May, 
1925. Mrs. Latter (referred to as the execution creditor), 
having obtained a judgment against the defendant, issued a 
writ of fi. fa. on 21st May, 1925. On 27th May the sheriff 
seized the goods of the defendant, who paid out the execution 
toavoidasale. The sheriff had, asthe result of the execution, 
£79 17s. in hand after deducting his costs. Mr. Reeve filed the 
petition in bankruptcy on 5th June, and on the following day 
gave the sheriff notice of that fact. That was done within 
fourteen days of the receipt of the 1 by the sheriff. 
On 6th August, 1925, the defendant filed his own petition in 


was 


noney 


bankruptcy, and an adjudication order was at,once made on it 
a3 a matter of course, and a Mr. Page was appointed the 
defendant’s trustee in bankruptcy on 29th August. The 


sheriff received notice of the petition within fourteen days of 
the filing of it, but not, of course, within fourteen days of his 
receiving the £79 17s. Reeve’s petition was finally dismissed 
on 10th September, 1925, in view of the debtor being already 
bankrupt on his own petition. The execution creditor and the 
trustee both claimed the money and the sheriff took out an 
interpleader summons. The judge at Wolverhampton County 
Court held that the former was entitled to it, but the Divisional 


| Court reversed that decision, holding that the words “ within 


| the said fourteen days ” 


ought not to be read into s. 41 (2) 
after the words “ or on any other petition of which the sheriff 
has notice,” so as to apply to a subsequent petition. The 
execution creditor appealed. The court dismis ed the appeal. 

Lord Hanwortn, M.R., said that the appellant had 
contended that, on the words of the section, notice of a 
receiving order need not be received within fourteen days, 
but the sheriff must have notice of the petition upon which 


| that order was made within that time, and therefore that she 


| 
| 


was entitled to the money. That seemed to him (Lord 


Hanworth) against the true spirit of the bankruptcy law, 
which made for equality between all creditors. 
that reason that the title of a trustee related back for three 


It was for 
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Souicitors : W. HH. Speed & ¢ Finnis, Downey, Linnell 
and Chessher, | W \' hamt 


{Reported by G. T. Wuirrigtp-Haras, F. 


High Court—King’s Bench Division 
R. v. Haslewood—ez parte Margerison. 
Lord Hewar cy Ay ynd lter. JJ. 2 July. 


Barrisater-at- Law.) 


Coroner —Ixquest—Bopy Not viewep — Inet 
QvuAsHED—PROCEEDINGS NULL AND voID—DiReEction To 


HOLD AN INQUES1 


It is a condition precedent to the holding of an ing 
the coroner and jury the hody Failure to ply with 
that condition re lers th prot li) nullit ‘ j i] court 
will order an inquest to be held 

Rule nisi for certior lyr 1p and quash a coroner’ 
inquisition ¢ he g r h h 
coron did 1 view 1 ) L perse Georg 
Frederick Margerison, ) I iffiday 
He forgot at + 6: ‘ ; 7° 
Corone Act, ] i ti 
late OWl1ns oO th difhieul of j mm () lil ‘ ival 
he was told that the jury | 

; J 

with no 1 I 
tr no 
especial! p p | 
the } ! t vhoO 
had ] I f T | ( ‘ 
aftern > March rot 
in-la I } ( 
without th } i t abou 
8p.m. The next f lan 
where, fr death 


right temp yur 
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out in th Act, < 1 failure to observe which the court might 
be satisfied that it was necessary to order another inquest 


yut that there had still been an inquest, and 
it was for the court t decid in the exercise of its di cretion 
ul . further inquest. That contention 
could not be up! \ view was still a condition precedent, 
i failure to begin the pro- 
be begun. That which followed 
might be described as an inquest, though in reality it was not 


+ 
1 


ect was 


0. 7] née que 110n was not wheth r one inqui st, in some 


respects imperfect, should be followed by another, but whether 
sn inquest could be dispensed with altogether. This inquisi- 
° 1 } 1 1 : rt 

tion must be qu 1 and the rule made absolute. There 


und unnatural death which had not 
h was intended for an 


was evidence of a violent 
been inquired into because that whi 
inquiry never really began to be one. An inquest must, 
therefore, be held, and there was no reason why it should not 
be held before the same coroner. . 


Roland Oliver, K.C. and Harold Derbyshire, 
Bennett, K.C., and P. B. 


COUNSEL : 
showed cause: Sir Henry Curti 
Morle, supporte 1 the rule. 

Sourcrrors: John Taylor & Co., Blackburn; Oddie and 
Roebuck, Blackbur 

(Reported by CoLin Clayton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





Legal Notes and News. 


Professional Information. 


The firms of M rs. BATCHELOR & CoustNs, of 2, Pancra 
lane, and Messrs. FoorDp & Son, of 16, Philpot-lane, have been 
t. Their practice will be 


amalgam ted as fi 1 19th Jul ! 
under th 


irried on at 2, Pancras-lane, Queen-street, E.C., 
name of Me BATCHELOR, FoorD & NoRTH. 
The old-establishe MUNTON, NORRIS, 
D o., of 30, Bedford-row, W.C.1, has been acquired 
by M rs. G. B. Mn ULI R.J.G. Rotre, LL.B. Th 
sddress and styl the firm will remain unchanged. 
Mr. E. CROSFIELD PEARSON 2nd Mr. JAMES GATES, who have 


been practising in partnership under the style of ‘* March, 


4 n & 1, Dickinson-street, Manchester, hav 
10ow taken into partnership with them Mr. JAMES DEAN 
Gi v, M.A., LL.M. (Cantal who has been associated with 
them durit the } two rs. The new firm will practi-« 

1 futu | f MARCH, PEARSON, CATES AND 
(et } 

I WALTI Burais & Co., of 31, Budge-row, E.C.4, 
ha ken into part: ship Mr. REGINALD HL. KING, who has 
been ted with the firm for many years. The style o 
he Lift vill natin Ul ine ! 

Mr. JAMES CHARLES WARNER and Mr. WILLIAM PORTER 
RICHARDSOS I Charles Warner & Richardson, solicitors, 
f Win sf nd Bishops Walthan announce that they 
have taken Mr. ArTHUR SERLE BUCKLEY into partnership 

fro Phursd Ist July last. The style of the firm will 

main unchal - 

Mess’s. Witson & BLEw, licitors, announce that they 
iave changed their offices from 20, Basinghall-street, to 10, 

t, K.C.2. Telephones 2862 and 2863 London 


or, ventry, has removed fron 
Priory-road, in that City. The 


telephone numb« Coventry 638) remains unaltered. 


Will and Be quests. 


The Right Hon. Sir Samuel Roberts, Bt., P.C., D.L., J.P., 
of Queen's Tor r, Parkgrange-road, Sheffield, barrister-at-law, 


chairman of the Wombwell Main Colliery Company, Limited, 
ind of M ! Wright, Grindley & Gell, Limited, Conservativ: 
M.P the Eecclesall Division of Sheffield, 1902-1922, who 


Jur ed seventy-four, father of the 
rd, left unsettled property of the gross valu 


died on 1 present 


M.P. for Her 


! 


of £381,640, with net personalty £365,821. He left £200 to 
Geo! Snell (] faithful retary of myself and the 
Wombwell Main Colliery Company, Limited £1,000 to his 
wife to enable het mong other thin to make such gifts (il 
in is she may see fit to servants, but without creating any 


trust in the matter. 
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Major Benjamin Palmer Burroughs, M.A., LL.B., J.P. (late 
R.F.A.) (fifty-nine), solicitor, of Parkfield-road, Liverpool, and 
of Mold, Flint, and of Sweeting-street, Liverpool, left estate of 
the gross value of £23,878. 

Mr. Charles Alfred Russell, K.C., of Woking, a Bencher of 
Gray’s Inn, son of the late Judge Russell, for many years 
County Court Judge at Manchester, left estate of the gross 
value of £41,660. 

Mr. Thomas Edward Hoare (60), of Glenanore, Castletown- 
roche, Co. Cork, barrister-at-law, left personal estate (in 
England) of the gross value of £5,690. 

Mr. G. T. Davies, solicitor, Ynyslwyd, Aberdare, left estate 
of the gross value of £87,000. He gave ‘ £1,500 and my 
office desk to my clerk George Howells.” 


ADMINISTERING POOR RELIEF IN WEST HAM. 

The steps already taken by the Commissioners appointed 
by the Minister of Health to administer the affairs of the West 
Ham Union to place the finances of the Board on a more 
satisfactory basis were outlined in a statement made on 
the 12th inst. by Sir Alfred Woodgate, chairman of the Com- 
missioners. These include a reduction in the salaries of the 
clerical staff and those engaged as relief investigators, who hav: 
received notice that from 2nd October a cut of 124 per cent. 
will be made. The scale of relief has also been permanently 
reduced by 25 per cent. 

‘* We are considering the salaries of people who are being 
paid in excess of the trade union rate for the job,’ said Sir 
Alfred Woodgate. ‘ As to the higher officials, | am not aware 
that there is a trade union rate, and for the next few months 
the higher officials will earn their money, whatever it is.” 

Sir Alfred also stated that his colleagues and himself had 
already rescinded the resolution of the late board making 
trade union membership on the part of all officials com- 
pulsory, leaving it open to the people themselves to join or 
not as they thought fit, and it would not be made a condition 
of engagement, nor would it be inserted in any advertisement 
issued. 

The Commissioners have decided to make permanent the 
scale of relief as they found it upon taking control, and which 
had been reduced 25 per cent. by the late board when they 
found themselves short of funds. Cases of hardship which 
arose in consequence of the 25 per cent. cut are being given 
special consideration. , 

The action of the Ministry of Health in nominating a com- 
mittee—three of whom are women—to advise when necessary 
the recently-appointed Guardians of West Ham is viewed with 
satisfaction by prominent members of the Municipal Reform 
party in the borough and with indifference by those members 
of the Labour-Socialist party who were on the dismissed Board 
of Guardians. 


THE CENSUS OF PRODUCTION. 
BOARD OF TRADE PROSECUTIONS. 


Nine firms in the boot and shoe trade from various parts 
of the country were summoned before Mr. Sharpe at the 
Clerkenwell Police Court, recently, for neglecting to 
send in returns to the Board of Trade under the Census of 
Production Act, 1906. The defendants were: Mrs. Kate 
Linch, the Derby Boot and Shoe Manufacturing Company, 


Limited, Derby; the Unique Shoe Company, Limited, 
Norwich; W. A. Mead, New Mill, Tring; Sumner and 
Stevenson, Malpas, Cheshire; Maxfield and Co., Limited, 


Burnley ; Hinch and Mycock, Stoney Middleton, Sheffield ; 
the Angus Shoe Works, Limited, Downfield, Dundee ; 
J. Edmondson, Limited, Crowness, Barnoldswick, Yorkshire ; 
and Cooke Brothers, Limited, Worcester Works, 
Kidderminster. 

Mr. A. V. Fletcher, on behalf of the Board of Trade, asked 
for a substantial penalty in each of the cases. He said that 
the Board of Trade regarded the information asked of the 


Cross 


defendants as of very great importance to the trade and 
industry of this country. 
Mr. G. C. Allsebrook, who defended in the case of the 


Derby Boot and Shoe Company, said that the defendants 
had not received the necessary forms from the Board of 
Trade. He pointed out further that the Board had_ not 
proved the posting in evidence. 

The Magistrate agreed that there was no evidence of the 
posting of the forms, and this case was dismissed. 

Mr. Fletcher said in the circumstances he would ask for an 
adjournment to bring evidence of the posting. 

The remaining summonses were therefore adjourned for a 
fortnight, with the exception of the case of Mead, which was 
adjourned for a month. 











BULGARIA. 


Arbitral Tribunal, 
announced of the 


AGAINST 
Mixed 


was 


COMPANY CLAIMS 


Before the Anglo-Bulgarian 
sitting in London, a_ settlement 


two claims made by the Oriental Tobacco Trading Com 
pany, Limited, and the Commercial Company of Salonica, 
Limited, against the Bulgarian Government. The claims 


were for compensation for the destruction of both claimants’ 
property in 1913 at Seres and at Djumaja Bala, near Salonika, 
by Bulgarian troops during the war between Bulgaria and 
Greece, 

Both claims, involving a total sum of £273,561, came before 
the Tribunal for hearing under Article 179 of the Bulgarian 
Peace Treaty of Neuilly-sur-Seine, but the claims were made 
before the war through diplomatic and consular channels. 

The pleadings of the Oriental Tobacco Trading Company, 
Limited, alleged that they were the owners of twelve tobacco 
warehouses at Seres, and on 11th July, 1913, these warehouses, 
full of tobacco belonging to the claimants, were burned and 
pillaged by the Bulgarian troops who were in occupation of 
the town, doing damage amounting to £123,110; and, further, 
that in the same month three other warehouses of the plaintiffs, 
full of tobacco, at Djumaja Bala, were similarly burned and 
pillaged, the damage in this case amounting to £34,401. 

The Commercial Company of Salonica, in their pleadings, 
alleged that on Ilth July, 1913, seven of their stores full of 
tobacco at Seres were destroyed by fire by the Bulgarian 
troops, the damage £72,920; and, further, 
that six stores full of tobacco at Djumaja Bala were similarly 
destroyed by the defendant’s troops, the damage being assessed 
at £43,029. 

The Tribunal had held several hearings of the two claims, 
and were approaching the end of their deliberations when an 
agreement, signed by the Bulgarian Prime Minister and by 
a representative of both claimants, arrived from Bulgaria. 

The Tribunal, consisting of Baron Van Heeckeren (President 
Mr. Heber Hart, K.C. (British member), and Mr. Papazoff 
(Bulgarian member) informed the parties that the agreement 
would be recorded, with the minutes of the Tribunal, as 
evidence that the proceedings in both claims had _ been 
terminated. The terms of the settlement were not announced. 


being assessed at 


EMPLOYERS’ REGISTRATION, 
Court last week, Mr. Graham Campbell 
gave a considered decision in a case in which Mercia Lotinga, 
of Wardour-street, W., and Court Rees, of Comerach-road, 
West Kensington, were summoned for carrying on 
as theatrical employers at Palace House, Shaftesbury-avenue, 
without being registered ; and Mimi Beaufort, of Grove-road, 
Brixton, and Donald Stuart, of Lorne-road, Brixton, were 
summoned for aiding and abetting them. 

Mr. F. W. Beney conducted the prosecution on behalf of the 
Variety Artists’ Federation ; Mr. Gilbert Beyfus appeared for 
Miss Lotinga; and Mr. Kk. Davis for Mr. Rees. 

It was stated that Miss Beaufort and Mr. Stuart, who were 
registered as British-American Enterprises, produced a revue 
called ‘‘ Joyous Hours,” and entered into agreements with 
Miss Lotinga and Mr. Rees, who thereby, it 
became employers within the meaning of tlfe Act. 
summonses issued against the defendants Beaufort, R 
Stuart, charging them with abandoning the performers in 
Wales at the end of the third week of the tour of Jovous 


THEATRICAL 
At Bow-street Police 


business 


Was suggested, 
Further 
es and 


Hours,’’ had been dismissed, on the ground that the court had 
no jurisdiction. 

The magistrate said he had com to th conclusion ¢that, 
having regard to the terms of the documents and the way in 
which they were acted upon, both Lotinga and Rees 
were theatrical employers within the meaning of the Act. 
He thought it would be straining t! law to hold that 
Beaufort and Stuart aided and abetted Lotinga, but 
there was evidence that Stuart aided and abetted Rees. — Il 
took into consideration the fact that Lotin intended 
to register, and was taking the necessary ps to do so, and 
she would be fined’ £5; Rees would | fined £10, and 
Stuart £10, and the summons inst Beaufort would 
be dismissed. Mr. Graham Campbell lded that he would 


ition had failed to 
summonses. 


allow no costs, because the pros itistyv 


him that he had jurisdiction on the abandonment 


VALUATIONS FOR INSU RANCE.— It is very essential! that al! Policy Holders should 
have a detailed valuation of their etfecta. Property is generally very inadequately 
insured, and in case of loss insurerssufferaccordingly. DEBENHAM STORR & SONS 
LIMITED), 26, King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel valuers 
and auetioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of expert Valuers, aad will 
be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any purpose. Jewels, plate, furs 
furniture. worl of art. hric-A-leae 0 soeeiality 


A UNIVERSAL APPEAL. 

To Lawyers: For a PostcarD or A GUINEA FoR A MODEL 
Foru oF Bequest To Tae HospitaL For EPILEPSY 

AND PaRaLysis, MAtDA VALE, W. 
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Court Papers: Vacation Notice. 


High Court 
LONG VAC 


During the Vacation, up to and_ including 
6th September, all applications ‘‘ which may require 
immediately or promptly heard,”’ are to be made to the 
Mr. Justice Fraser. 

Court Business.—The Hon. Mr. Justice Fraser will, until 
further notice, sit in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, Royal 
Courts of Justice, at 10.30 a.m., on Wednesday in every week, 
commencing on Wednesday, 4th August, for the purpose of 
hearing such applications, of the above nature, as, according 
to the practice in the Chancery Division, are usually heard in 
Court. 

No case will be placed in the Judge's Paper unless leave has 
been previously obtained or a Certificate of Counsel that the 
case requires to be immediately or promptly heard, and stating 
concisely the is left with the papers. 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to 
the Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges’ Papers), 
are to be left with the Clerk in attendance, Chancery 
Registrars’ Office, Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice, before 
1 o'clock, two days previous to the day on which the application 
is intended to be made. 


URGENT MATTERS 


of Justice. 
ATION, 1926. 
Monday, 
to be 
Hon. 


reasons, 


Cause 


WHEN THE JUDGE IS NOT PRESENT IN 
COURT OR CHAMBERS. Application may be made in any case 
of urgency, to the Judge personally (if necessary), or by post 
or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the brief of Counsel, office 
copies of the affidavits in support of the application, and also 
by a Minute, on a s« parate sheet of paper, signed by Counsel, 
of the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and 
also an envelope, sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving 
the papers, addressed as follows: ‘‘ Chancery Official Letter 
To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Office, 
Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C.2.” 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the 
a copy of the writ must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the will be 
Registrar. 

The address of the 


above, 


Judge returned to the 
Vacation Judge can be obtained on 
application at Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 

CHANCERY CHAMBER Bustness.—-The Chambers of Mr. 
Justice Eve and Mr. Justice Romer will be open for vacation 
business on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday and Friday only 
in each week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. 

KINnG’s BENCH CHAMBER Business.—-The Hon. Mr. Justice 
Fraser will, until further notice, sit for the disposal of King’s 
Bench Business in Judge’s Chambers at 10.30 a.m. on Tuesday 
in every week, except the first week, when the Judge will sit 
on Thursday, 5th August. 

PROBATE AND Divorce.—Summonses will be 
Registrar, at the Principal Probate Registry, 
every day during the Vacation at I1.: 

Motions will be heard by the 


heard by the 
Somerset Hlouse, 
30 (Saturdays excepted). 
Registrar on Wednesdays, the 
lith and 25th August, and the 8th and 22nd September at 
the Principal Probate Registry at 12.15. 
Decrees will be made absolute on W ednesdays, the 
18th August, and the Ist, 15th and 29th September. 
All Papers for Motions and for making Decrees absolute are 
to be left at the Contentious Department, Somerset House, 
before 2 o'clock on the preceding Friday e 
The Offices of the Probate and Divorce Registries will be 
opened at 10 a.m. and closed at 4 p.m., except on Saturdays, 
when the Offices will be opened at 10 a.m. and closed at 1 p.m. 
JUDGE’s PAPERS FoR USE IN CourT.—Chancery Division.— 
The following Papers for the Judge are required to 
be left with the Cause attendance at the Chancery 
Registrars’ Office, Royal Courts of Justice, on or 
before 1 o'clock, two days previous to the day on which the 
application to the Judge is intended to be made: 
(1) Counsel's ce rtific: ite of urgency or note of special leave 
granted by the Judge. 
(2) Two copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any). 
(3) Two copies of notice of bearing a 10s. 
impressed stamp. 
(4) Office copy 
in answer (if any). 
N.B.—Solicitors are requested 
been disposed of, to apply at one: 
for the return of their papers 
VACATION REGISTRAR.— Mr. 


ith and 


Vacation 
Clerk in 


Room 136, 


motion, one 


aflidavits in support, and also affidavits 


when the 
to the J 


application has 
udge’s Clerk in Court 


Bloxam (Room 180 
Chancery Registrars’ Office 
Royal Courts of Justice, 
July, 1926. 








Stock Exchange Prices of certain 


Trustee Securities. 


Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
Thursday, 26th August, 1926. 


Bank Rate 5 





MUDDLE | 
| Price 
jL8th Aug.| 


TIELDWITH 
REDEMP- 
TION. 


s. d. 
19 
17 
19 
18 
14 


._ 


English Government Securities. 
Consols 24% .. : “ - 55} 
War Loan 5% 1929- 47 an «+ | Oly, | 
War Loan 44% 1925-47 954 
War Loan 4% (Tax free) 1929-47 1014 
War Loan 34% Ist March 1928 973 
Funding 4% Loan 1960-90 .. 864 
Victory 4% , ‘Bonds (available for Estate 

Duty at par) Average life 35 years G4 
Conversion 44% Loan 1940-44 oe 95; | 
Conversion 34% Loan 1961 .. ad 75th 
Local Loans 3% Stock 1921 or after 634 
Bank Stock - a ° 257 


India 44% 91} 
India 34% oe oe ‘ 693 
India 3% oe oe oe 59} 
Sudan 44% 1939-73... oe oe 923 
Sudan 4% 1974 85} 
Transvaal: Government 3% Guaranteed 
1923-53 (Estimated life “19 years) . £0} 


Co!onial Securities. 
Canada 3% 1938 
Cape of Good Hope 4% 1916. 36 
Cape of Good Hope 34% 1929-49 
Commonwealth of Australia 5% 1945-75 
Gold Coast 44% 1956 .. 
Jamaica 41% 1941-71 
Natal 4% 1937 
New South Wales 44% 1935. 45 
New South Wales 5% 1945-65 
New Zealand 44% 1945 
New Zealand 4% 1929 
Queensland 34% 1945 .. 
South Africa 4% 1943-63 
8. Australia 34% 1926-36 
Tasmania 34% 1920-40 
Victoria 4%, 1940-60 
W. Australia 44% 1935-65 


Corporation Stocks. 

Birmingham 3% on or after 1947 or 
at option of Corpn. ° 

Bristol 34% 1925-65 

Cardiff 34% 1935 

C roydon 3% 1940-60 + 

Glasgow 24% 1925-40 

Hull 34% 1925-40 ‘ 

Liverpool 34% on or after 1942 at 
option of Corpn. 

Ldn. Cty. 24% Con. Stk. after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. ° 

Ldn. Cty. 3% Con. Stk. ‘after 1920 at 
option of Corpn. 

Manchester 3% on or after 1941 

Metropolitan W ater Board 3% 
1963-2003 .. oc 

Metropolitan Water Board 3% ‘B’ 


o 


8 
16 
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1950-55 
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1934-2003 os 
Middlesex C. C. 34% 1927 47° 
Newcastle 34% irredeemable 
Nottingham 3% irredeemable. . 
Plymouth 3% 1920. 60 


English Railway Prior on 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Preference 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4% Debenture 
L. North Eastern Rly. 49% Guaranteed 
L. North Eastern Rly.4% Ist Preference 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Debenture .. 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference .. 
Southern Railway 4% Debenture 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed 
Southern Railway 5% Preference 
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